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AESTRACT 

The results of analyses of college-bound versus 
non-college-bound rural youth on tests and personal data available on 
the IBM cards in the Office of High School Testing at the University 
of Illinois are presented in this report on the second part of a 
3-part study on the educational needs of rural youth. The data on IBM 
cards for 2,326 juniors and seniors in 24 high schools in 8 widely 
separated Illinois counties — Carroll, Mercer, Marshall, Moultrie, 
Calhoun, Franklin, Alexander, and Pulaski ^-were analyzed. The 
analysis was limited to test scores on abstract reasoning, verbal 
reasoning, the total of these 2, natural science reading, social 
science reading, writing, and functional and conventional errors in 
writing. There were statistically significant differences in the 
means of scores on all tests between those who planned to go to. 
college and those who did not plan to go. The differences favored 
those who planned to attend college. An implication which arose from 
the findings was that the high schools are providing training in 
preparation for college and that action should be taken to provide 
job training for the non-college- bound students; for the 1962-63 
sample of 2,326 junibrs and seniors, 60S did not plan to go to 
college. The 3rd part of the study will include occupational data, 
personality tests, and other information on about 3,000 juniors and 
seniors in all schools in these 8 counties. (FF) 
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DIFFERENCES III ACADEMIC CAPABILITY BETWEEN RURAL YCUTii 
PIAIJTIIKG AIDJ HOT PLAIJIJING TO GO TO COLLEGE 

David E* Lindstr^mr:/ 

Young people who go to college in general make beater scholastic records 
hi high school than those who do not, for it is largely on the basis of scholas tic: 
achievement that they are admitted to college. Th~ final decision to go or not to 
go to college usually rests largely with the boy or girl, though not always. 

It is assumed that there are statistically significant differences : ; n in- 
telligence and other measures of intellectual capability between y.ung peopl ■ who 
plan to go to college and those who do not .£/ If this assumption is true, it has 
serious implications for those who arc responsible for providing opportunities for 
advanced education and training for youth who do nut plan to gc to college. This 
report covers the second part of a three-part study on the educational irods ;f 
rural youth .3/ The third part will include occupational data, personality tests, 
and other information on about 3>000 juricrs and seniors in all schools In the 
eight counties. These data are now {19(h) being coded. 

The Sample 

The data for this part of the study were taken from IBM cards ir. the 
Office of High School Testing of the College of Education of th<~ Univers'ty of 
Illinois. (See footnote 2, page 1.) Cards were selected for 2,326 junior:; and 
seniors in 2h high schools in the eight counties in which the third phase ^f the 
study is being made. Tne proportion of juniors to seniors approximated kQ to CO 
percent except for farm boys not planning t> go to college; in this category hC per- 
cent were juniors and 5^ percent were sen::;rs. The percentages in various age 
groups were also fairly uniform, the highest b '.:r in the lOy-ar-old clns.s, wh.ro 
the range was 50 percent for non-farm yyuth who did n.yt plan to attend college to 
62. h percent for non- farm youth who did plan to attend. Percentages were lowest 
for the l8-year age gr^up, in 'which almost thro- t.'m,s as many did not plan to go 
to college as were planning to go. 

The purpose of this report is c pres-nl results of analyses of college- 
bound versus non-college-bound rural youth :n acad-mic tests and un such cr.viron- 
mental data as were available on the cards. A more detailed analys: ; by county 
and school is yet to be made. 

1/ Professor of Rural Sociology, Department jf Agricultural Economics and Sociology, 
~ University of Illinois College of Agriculture. Hazel II. Chambers, r -search as- 
sistant, gave valuable assistance in tabulating and getting tests mace n scores. 
2/ Data were analyzed from IBM cards on fil. "n th- Office of High Schuvl Testing, 
~ University of Illinois, with special p< nr.irs' of Dr. Thomas Hastings, dire- tor, 
for 2,326 juniors and seniors in Zh high schools in eight widely separated Illi- 
nois, counties— Carroll, Ilercer, Marshall, r.rJ.irie. Calhoun, Franklin, Alexander, 
and Pulaski. The study was limited t - tr-st scares on abstract reasoning, verbal 
reasoning, the total of theso two, social c-ici.c" reading, natural science read- 
ing, writing, convent;!' nal errors in v/r'.tinr, CunctL nal errors in wrjting, and 
certain personal data. 
3/ See D. E*. Lindstrorn, Edueationa.l and Voeat^ U< : ds of Rural Youth: A Pilot 
~ Study , Illinois Agricultural Economics, V-»l. h, Ilu. 2, July 19^, P- Tor 
a preliminary re-port on th^ first pari . 
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Plans for College 

Analysis of data from the 2,326 high school students show that 60 per- 
cent did not plan to go to college: 53 percent of 1,196 hoys and 66 percent of 

130 girls (Tahle l) . Prohahly only ahout a third of the others actually en- 
rolled in college.!/ It is to he noted thuv Terror girls than hoys planned to go 
to college. The highest category nov planning to go was farm girls (69.^ per- 
cent). 

The fact that approximately 60 percent of the rural youth who wore 
juniors and seniors in these 2h high schools (which were prohahly representative 
cf rural high schools in the state) did not plan to go to college presents a 
serious prohlem to parents, educators, and policy-makers, especially since most 
of these young people must find johs outside the community in which they live. 
1-bst of them seemed to have made one major decision — whether or not to go to 
college. They prohahly reached this decision on their own, with the "benefit 
of counseling in certain cases. 

It seems clear from the data on significant differences shown "below that 
the test scores are good predictions of whether or not the young people will suc- 
ceed in college, and this conclusion implies that the training given in these 
high schools is primarily in preparation for college. There is nothing to indi- 
cate that it is meeting the need of preparing those who will nut attend college 
for holding johs. 

Preparation for a Joh and Preferred Place to Live 

As data from the Sullivan study showed, few rural youth who were not 
planning to go to college felt prepared to hold johs. Hinety percent of these 
hoys^and 8l percent of the girls felt that they needed more preparation and train- 
ing.^/ The same study showed that most rural youth wanted to live in the country 
or a small town: Jb percent of the hoys and 75 percent of the girls planning to 
go to college and 72 percent of the hoys and 83 percent of the girls not planning 
to go wanted to live in the rural area. 

It is important to know what are the differences "between the various 
categories of rural youth— farm males, non-farm* males, farm females, and non-farm 
females. It is assumed that there are differences. If this assumption io true, 
further study is needed to determine the kind of pect-high- school education that 
should he provided for them. 

Results From Tests of Competence 

Reasoning ahility and intelligence . Statistically significant differ- 
ences in means cf scores on ahstract reasoning, verbal reasoning, and the total of 
these t./o (intelligence) were found in all categories between those choosing to go 
to college aid those not choosing to go (Tahle 2). 'The mean scores were signifi- 
cantly lower for those who did not plan to go to college than for those who did. 

1/ Data fvom a national study showed that only 36 percent of rural farm youth 
planned to attend college and only 33 percent actually enrolled. See U. S. 
Bureau of Census, Educational Status, College Plans, and Occupational Status 
of Farm and Non-Faun Youth, Octoher 1959* U* S. Bureau of Census Series Cen- 
sus ERS (P-07) No. 30. 
Sc- D. E. Lind strom, op. cit. 
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The means scores in verbal reasoning wore jignificently higher for non- 
fnrm finales than for non-farm males in the category ^ f those nut planning to go 
to college (Table 3)* He an scorer: on abstract and verbal reasoning (intelligence) 
also were significantly higher for farm females who planned to go to college than 
for farm males in tin. sane category. 

natural and social s cience. All rural yeuth — farm males, far::: females, n^n- 
farm. males, and non-farr. females — who planned to go to college made significantly 
higher scores 1;: natural science and social science reading than those who did r:-<t 
plan to go (Table 2). Farm males in the college -bound grout made sigrificently 
higher scorer in natural science reading than non-farm males in this category . 
(The natural er/y\lronmor.t in which farm boys work may have been a cause for this 
difference . ) 

Ther r : were also other statistically significant differences: in social 
science, (l) farm males planning to go to college had higher scores than non-farm 
males in the same category; (2) farm females not planning to go to college rated 
higher than farm males in this category; and (3) all non-farm females had signifi- 
cantly higher ratings than all non-farm males (Table 3)* 

Writing . Farm and non-farm males and females who planned to go to col- 
lege had significantly higher scores on writing tests than trn.se who did not plan 
to go (Table 2). Also, females in all categories had significantly higher writ- 
ing scores than all categories of males. This, seemingly, is the expected pat- 
tern. Of interest, however, was the fact that farm moles planning tr go to col- 
lege had higher scores in writing than nun-farm males in the college category 
(Table 3). This finding and the difference favoring farm males over non-farm 
males in natural and social ccience reading may have been Influenced by the fact 
that 72-3 percent of the fathers of non-farm males in the sample who planned to 
go tc* college were in occupations below the managerial class (Table k) . 

Errors in writing * Rural youth who planned to go to college had signifi- 
cantly higher scores in conventional and functijnai ^rrcrs in writing than those 
who did not plan to g; (Table 3). Differences w;re also found in specific cate- 
gories. /Both farm males and non-farm males made Mere conventional and functional 
errors in writing than far.: females and n^n-farm females; this war true both for 
those planning tc go to college and for thus*, n t planning to go (Table 3)- There 
were no statistically significant differences in other categories— farm versus 
non- farm— with respect to writing errors. 

Factors Related to Differences 

The differences between the test scores of rural youth who planned to 
go to college and those who did not doubtless resulted from certain p r -rs ;nal and 
environmental factors.!/ The only such factors available for this study were the 
father 1 s occupation and the occupation the student hoped to enter, his favor it'' 
cub. j' cts Ln school, andhLs extracurricular activities. £/ 

1/ See Lee G. Burchinal ^t ai., Career Choices 1 ? Rural Youth in a Changing So - 
™ ciety , Agricultural Extension Service , University of Minnesota, Y)C2, for data 

on factors affecting occupational cholc . 
2/ More compleU data on these and vther fach^rs will be included In the third 
~ phas'' of the study. 
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Father 1 s Occupation and Occupation Student I: oped to Enter 

It is generally felt that the occupation held by the father influences 
the occupational choice of hie children. Data in Table, k indicate that, among 
non-farm youth, a higher percentage (36.0$) of those fathers vere in the 

professional, semi -professional, technical, and managerial occupations planned to 
go to college than of those *.:hoso fathers wore ir. ~th r ^cupeti^nal grcups(72.2$) . 
IJo such difference was noted among farm youth, since mzst f the fathers were 
farmers .1/ 

Even greater difference:; in percentages existed with respect to occupa- 
tions the students hoped to enter (Table 5)* Over half (55-3^) of the farm males 
planning tc go to college hoped to enter the professions; over half (56.6^) of 
farm "boys not planning to go to college expected to farm. Even higher percentages 
of non-farm males (80.1$) and of "both farm (85. 7£) and non-farr. females (79 -9$) 
who planned to go to college hoped to enter professional, technical, and manage- 
rial occupations. Only 11. 5 percent of the non-farm males not planning to go to 
college wanted to go into sales and service; "but 33*8 percent of them hoped to go 
ir.to the skilled and semi-skilled occupations. Almost 72 percent of the farm fe- 
males and 70 percent of the non-farm females net planning en college hoped to find 
clerical and sales (including homemaking) positions. 

The occupations these youth hoped to be in 20 years hence were similar 
to their present choices (Table 6). Fifty-six percent of the farm males and 8k 
percent of the non-farm males planning to attend college hoped to go into profes- 
sional, technical, and managerial occupations; this field vas chosen by 5?) per- 
cent of tho farm females and 55-5 percent f t:. no:. -far::, females in the came cate- 
gory. Among those not planning to go to college, about the same percentage of 
farm males (%7$) but only C percent of the non-farm males hoped to be farming; 
30 percent of the non-farm males hoped to be in skill* d or semi-skilled occupa- 
tions, but only 10 percent in sales and cervices. Among females not planning on 
college, 78 percent hoped to be in sales and scrvies ,r in homemaking 20 years 
hence . 

Thoro appear to be sono guidelines for oducat^rs in the data revealed 
by this study with reference to young people not planning >_r. college. It has al- 
ready boon stated that few of these youth f-0.t pr par-d to take jobs. The impli- 
cation is that some form of poot-high-schoul education -r training shou3-d be made 
available to them. The type is indicated by t)v fact that must of the rural youth 
not planning to attend college hoped to -nter .-1 'ileal, sales, agriculture- related, 
skilled, and semi-skilled occupations. Opinrt^nit ice t, farm are decidedly lim- 
ited.-/ Some form of occupational guidance and training wuct therefore be pro- 
vided for those who want to farr. but for whom tln^re will be no opportunity to farm. 

1/ Some differences would doubtless show up if the data cuuld have been broken 
~~ down by scale of farm operation or tenure si.alus, but such division was not 

possible with the data that were used. 
elf Burchinal, op. cit., Figure 1, p. shows thai there is likely to be a 17 per- 
cent decrease in farmers and farm workers between 1° 0 and JLJ70. An Illinois 
study estimates a decrease of obout 15 percent in vh>: state compared with 17 per- 
cent in the notion from 1955 to 19&5- Wm. P. McLuro ct al., Vocational and 
Technical Education in Illinois , Bureau of Educational Research, Cullege of Edu- 
cation, University of Illinois, i960, Chart II, p. 13 . 
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Favorite Sc/..->?. Subjects and Extracurricular Actlvi 

With regard to favorite subjects ard tiv ir relation zd college plane, 
ver half (%.l£) of the farm males not planning tw gc to college indicated manual 
work 33 their favorite subject (Table 7), but less than a third (28.7/ ) of the 
farm males planning on college indicated thk choice. 

Among non-farm youth not planning to go tc college, U9 percent of the 
males and ^3 percent of the females preferred subjects in bAisir.css. Th~ Implica- 
tion here is that, if those not planning to go t:> c:ll;go ar t j get additional 
training in the subjects of greatest interest th' majority, post-high-£chool 
training should emphasise rr.ar.ua 1 skills for moot farm, fc-yr, arid business skills 
for most non-farm youth. 

As for other subjects, English, mathematics, foreign language, and music 
were fav^r^d by more females than males, especially thoc females wlu plan to go 
to college. Mathematics was preferred by more youth planning to go to college 
than not planning to go. Academic subjects in general were of interest to \:.v 
college-bound; but less than 30 percent :f all categories of non-c^llege-bound 
said they favored one vr another of th'" sciences; and less than IT percent of ail 
liked one subject or another in the ares of the liberal arts. This would indi- 
cate a need for offering such subjects in any program of education f^r post-high- 
school youth, although their major preferences wer^ ir. ,.o!.cr subjects. 

So far as extracurricular actlvit'-s '.;or crimed, athletics raj J:' d 
highest i r all youth, ranging fr^m a high f ! 'J o p<«rcr.t £\,r farm females plan- 
ning to go to college to a low of 33 P ^rcent for non-farm ales in tho college- 
bound category (Table 8). 

Of significance, however, were th- p^vcentag s listing agriculture as an 
extracurricular activity, which ranged fr^m a nlrh of 51 percent jf the farm mar. s 
-co a low of 5 percent of the farm fomal's not planning t? g^ college. Over a 
fourth (2o.5/t) of the farm males planning to at 1 , nd c-fllrg- and, likewise, over a 
fourth of the nor.-farm males (£7.~''0 n«.i: planrokg t- a^v-nd looted agriculture as 
an extracurricular activity. In view of the declining number nf farms, one may 
wonder way so many non-farm mule;; .indicated such an ir.tf r^st. It appears zhaz 
there may be some relation between ch ic- f farming as an occupation and choice 
of agriculture as an extracurricular activity. 

Sim.mary and Implications 

The fact that 60 percent of 2,3<-^ juniors and seniors in £h high ijc]uoi3 
in eight Illinois counties in 19C2-63 did njt plan. • ) go to coll"gt< raises th- 
serious question, for educators as well as parents, «*f whether then- aro signifi- 
cant differences in capability between thosr- vL pilar t< g< to college and th~s< 
who do not. To determine whether such differences "xist, statistical analyses 
w~*re macK by using the mean, scor- s of t sts ^n abstract reasoning, verbal reason- 
ing, tir total of tiv c two (intellig' no ), natural s<"i< nee reading, social sci- 
ence r .ading, writing, and functional ana conventional errors in writing. 

The hypothesis that such cliff r nees d. :.ist was supported by result:; 
of tests to determin'"' significant differ' re r. Ther- were statistically signif- 
icant differences ir the m< an of scores u all o rts b< tw en thes'. wh. planed 



ERIC 



-6- 



tc go to college ant 1 those who did not plan to go. The differences favored those 
who planned to attend college. The results were similar for all categories: farm 
males, farm females, non-farm ma.le*. and non-farm females. One important point is 
that the most significant differences!/ in means of scores on these tests were re- 
lated to whether these rural youtn did or did not plan to go to college. 

There are many factors that may help to produce those differences. One 
factor on which data were available for this study was that 27.7 percent of th;. 
fathers of non-farm males who planned to go to college were in professional, tech- 
nical, and managerial occupations compared with only lfc percent: of fathers of non- 
farm males who did not plan to go to college. 

Another factor was that over 55 percent of the farm males and over 70 per- 
cent of all others planning to go to college (male and female) desired occupations 
in the professions; "but only 9 percent of the farm males and less than 23 percent 
of all others not planning to go to coll-ge hoped to go into the professions. Even 
fewer in the group not planning to go to college hoped to "be in the professions 

20 years hence. 

A third related factor was that 56.1 percent of the farm males who did 
not plan to go to college indicated manual work as their favorite subject in school 
as contrasted with only 28.7 percent of the farm youth who planned to go. Of the 
non-farm youth not planning to go to college, percent of the males and ^3 per- 
cent of the females reported "business as their favorite subject. So far as extra- 
curricular activities were concerned, agriculture ranked next to athletics, "being 
listed "by 27 percent of the farm males who planned to go to college ahl "by 27 per- 
cent of the non-farm males who did not plan to go. 

The fact that the most significant differences^/ in means scores were 
related to whether or not rural youth planned to go tu college has serious impli- 
cations for parents and educators as well as for oth^r citizens of the stat" . More 
than one in five rural youth who do not r>lan on college must find jobs and homes 
eutside th r communities In which they live, and many are not prepared to make such 
adjustments. An important finding in the Sullivan study£' was that 90 percent 
of the boys and 80 percent of the girls felt the. need for additional training or 
education. Very little such training now appears to be available. The implica- 
tion is that action should be taken to provide it. 

A second implication arises from the finding that the majority (60 per- 
cent) of rural youth do not plan to go to college. It is that a different kind 
of training or education should be made available tu these boys and girls than is 
now being offered in their high schools, much of which is pointed toward prepara- 
tion for college. Although the most rapidly expanding occupations require the 
most advanced education and training (professional and technical), 90 percent of 
the jobs, according to the U. S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare, ar^ 

1/ Difference statistically significant at the .001 level, using the "t" test. 

2 1 D. E. Lindstrom, op. cit. A number of other studies report similar results. 
See, fur example, literature cited in E. J. Moore et al., Economic Factors 
Influencing Educational Attainments and Aspirations of Faim Youth , Agr. Econ. 
Report ilo. 51, ERS Resource Development Economics Division, USDA, April 196U. 
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tu "be found in the clerical, sales, crafts, service, and skilled and semi-skilled 
occupations. The U. S. Office of Manpower Training states: "To "be prepared for 
a complex and varied world of work, mostly in urban areas, poct-high-school educa< 
tion and training of rural youth must "be oriented toward present and future labor 
markets." But, equally important, it must "be oriented to living in urban and sub 
urban areas; therefore it must be a combination of vocational, technical, life ad 
justment training, and training to work in groups and with other people. 



Tabic 1. —Percentages of 2,326 juniors and seniors in 2'* rural high schools 
in eight Illinois count ie si/ who planned or did not plan to go to 
college, 1962-63. 



Category 


Planning to go 
to college 


Hot planning to 
go to college 


All youth (IT = 2,326) 


hO.k 


59.6 


1-lales (II = 1,196) 


ke.i 


53.3 


Females (ll = 1A30) 


33. T 


OU.3 


Farm males (N - 310) 


1*2.6 


57." 


Non-faim males (iJ = 886) 


kQ.2 


51.8 


Farm females (H = 29?) 


30.6 


69. h 


Hon- farm females (li = 833) 


3^-8 


65.2 



1/' Carroll, Mercer, Marshall, Moult~Le, Calhoun, Franklin, Alexander, and Pulashi. 
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Tablc 2. --Statistically significant dif f erenct s, by college plans, in mean-: .f 

rvores in various tczzr given to 2,326 juniors and seniors ir. rural 
high schools in eight Illinois counties.!/, 1962-63. 



Type of t&st and residence of etude n't 








"t" value 


Abstract reasoning 










Farm males 


35.6 




30.7 


11 jr.- farm males 


35-9 




30.7 


5.5C- 


Farm females 


37.1 




3" 0 


I. hi;* 


:i or. -farm femal- s 


35-7 




3'^" 


{ . 


Ye real reason ing 








6.61* 


Fa nr. males 


29.1 




21.6 


Hon- farm moles 


27.6 




21.2 


10.15* 


Farm females 


31.2 




22 .7 


7.77* 


Ncri-fanr. females 


29.I 




2 .9 


10.97* 


Total: abstract and verbal reasoning 








6.62* 


Farm males 


64.3 






IDn-fanr. males 


• 63.5 




51.9 


ic.3i~ 


Farm females 


68. U 




55 .° 


6.38* 


lion- farm females 


6^.9 




52.9 


10 . 06* 


TT^. -f-i \r«o 1 e^i.-vjpp TCP fl ' P £T 








'3.39* 


Farm males 


32.6 




23-9 


lion-farm majos 


30.5 




23.7 


ir.oi* 


Farm females 


31.9 




25. ! i 


• .03* 


lion- farm females 


30J1 




2^.3 


J 1 • P ' r 


S'ciaf. c r : i/.r.cc reading 










Farm males 


33-4 






Ilcn-farm ma.'.es 


31.1 




T'f * j 


10 o9- 


Farm females 


3'- • " 






>. a- 


7; v - ^o>r * Vi ma ] c s 


33-9 






10.99* • 


Writing 


»«Y.: 






7.95* 


Farm males 




lion-farm males 


"5.7 




39-c 


9.65* 


Farm f. rr.al^s 


51.0 




Jiii. 5 


5.59* 


Ilor.-farm female- 


50.7 






9.9.';* 




re- 






"t" 


Errors ir- writing Convent Lor.al 


value 


Ftinc 


tl ,nal 


value 


A B 




A 


p, 




Fam mal/T 15-0 19 .h 


5 -7 J '* 


6.6 


0 0 


5.-^6* 


Hon- farm maloc 16-0 19 .3 


8.25* 


6.8 


9.2 


8.91* 


Farm females 11.6 1 6 • 3 


7.22=< 


H.7 




6.47* 


Hon- farm females 1?.6 Ifi.J 


9.9,3* 


5.4 


7.6 


8.19* 


* Difference statistically sig: iflcant 


at th« .fV)J 


l^vol, 


using the 


"t" t*nt of 



si gni f leant different 
1/ See footnot- 1, Table 1. 

2/ A = Hear.:: of scores of those planning to go o ilagv . 
3/ j> = an:; of cror* s 3f those not planning 1/* go t>, college 



er|c 
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Table 3.— Statistically significant differences, "by category, in means of scores 
in various tests given to 2,326 juniors and seniors in 2h rural high 
schools in eight Illinois counties!/, 1962-63. 



Verbal reasoning 

—w 

Total: abstract and 



verbal rea soning 

33/ 



Natural science reading 
A 

Social science reading 
A 



B 



A 
B 

Writing 
A 
B 



A 
B 



Carta, males Hon- farm females 

29.I 

Farm females 

dO 

Non-farm males 
30.5 

Hon- farm males 
31.1 

Farm females 
29~7<o 

Non-farm females 
33-9 
28.9 

Farm females 
51.0 
hh.3 

Non-fai n females 



27.6 
Farm m ales 

6h.3 

Farm males 
32.6 

F^rm males 
33^ 

Farm males 

— 26^ 

Non-farm mal^s 

31.1 

26.2 

Farm males 
1*7. 1 
Uo.2 

Non-farm males 

39-6 

Farm males 
Vf.l 



^•7 
h --.2 

Tic a- fa' r. males 
^~ 



2.17** 

2 .Oh** 
2.30** 
3.11* 



6.56"" 



76.(3* 
k.i 5* 



7- -5* 
7. -5* 



100.13* 



Conventional 



Functional 



Errors in writing 
A 
B 



A 
B 



* Difference significant at the .001 level. 
** Difference significant at the .0'j level, 
l/ Sec footnote 1, Table 1. 

2/ A = -Means for those planning to go to collcgf • 

3/ B = Means for those not planning to go to college. 

Note: Larger scorer, mean more errors orcl therefore 1 nrw achievement. 



Farm 


Farm 


"t" 


Farm Farm 


"t" 


males 


female s 


value 


males females 


value 


15.0 


11.6 




6.6 k.l 




19. h 


16.3 


U.33* 


9.0 7- ; f- 


3-99* 


Non-farm 


Hen -farm 




Ion -farm Hon- farm 


"t" 


males 


females 


value 


males females 


value 


16.0 


12.6 


7.98* 


6.8 <p.h 


5-02* 


19-3 


I6.9 


6.30* 


9.2 7-6 


6M* 
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Table h. --Occupation of fathers of 2,326 juniors and seniors in 2^ rural 
high schools in eight Illinois count ie si/ who planned and did 
not plan to go to college, 1962-63, in percentage of total, 
by plans to attend college. 







Planning to 
go to college 




Not planning to 
go to college 


Category 




Fa m 
males 




Non-farm 
males 




Farm 
males 


Non-farm 
males 


Professional, 
technical, and 
managerial 




2.3 




27.7 




0 


lU.O 


Clerical and sales 
and service 




.8 




19.6 




0 




Agriculture 




96.I 




.2 




100.0 


.2 


Skilled and 
semi-skilled 




.8 








0 


62. L 


Other 




.8 




5.* 




0 


8.2 


1/ See footnote 1, 


Table 


1. 












Table 5.— 


-Occupations 2,326 juniors and 
high schools in eight Illinois 
enter, 1962-63, in percentage 


seniors in 2k rural 

countiesi' hoped to 
of total. 




Planning to g< 


0 to college 


Not planning to go to college 




Farm 


Non-farm 


Farm 


Non-farm 


Occupat ion 


Male 


Female 


Male 


Female 


Male 


Female 


Male Female 


Professional, 
technical, and 
managerial 


55.3 


85. 7 


80.1 


79.9 


16.9 


25.7 


27.6 26.0 


Clerical, sales 
and service, 
agriculture , and 
home-making 


37.8 




10.0 


19.0 


56.6 


71.9 


18.6 70.1 


Skilled and 
semi-skilled 


3.8 


0 


5-9 


0 


18.0 


• 5 


33-8 .6 


Unskilled* 


3.1 


0 


3-9 


1.0 


8.5 


1.9 


19.$' 3-3 



* Including "don't know" and "no answer." 



l/ Sec footnote, 1, Table 1. 
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Table 6. --Occupations 2,326 juniors and seniors in 2h rural high schools 
\n eight Illinois counties!/, 1962-63, hoped to enter in twenty 
years, in percentage of total. 





Planni 


ng to 


go to college 


Hot planning to 


go to college 




Male 


Female 


Male 


Female 






Hon- 




Non- 




Ilon- 




Non- 


Occupation 


Farm 


farrn 


Fan.". 


farm 


Farm 


fanr. 


Farm 


farm 


Professional, 


















technical, and 
managerial 


56.0 


83.8 


58.2 


55-5 


22.5 


33.7 


20.5 


190 


Clerical, sales 


















and service, 


















agriculture, and 

homenaking 


31.8 


6.3 


Hi. 8 


1*2.9 


51.0 


l r -7 


78. G 


77-5 


Skilled and 
seni-r killed 


6.0 


1..C 


0 


0 


18. c 


29.6 


• 5 


0 


Unskilled and 
other* 


6.1 




0 


2.1 


8.5 


16.0 


1.0 


3-0 


Includes armed 


cervices. 
















1/ See footnote 1, 


Table 1. 

















Table 7. --Favorite subjects of 2,326 juniors and seniors Jn 24 rural 
high schools in eigh'; Illinois counties^/, 1962-63, in per- 





tage of 


cotal . 
















Plann 


ing tc 


go tc con 


ego 


ITot planning 


to go to c 


cllege 




i'alc 


Fema 


le 


Male 


Female 


Fav.. ri t . sub ,5 ec t 


Farm 


lioi.- 

farv. 


Farm 


Non- 
par:.! 


Farm 


Non- 
farm 


Farm 


Ilun- 
fam 


Physical, bio- 
logical, and 
social sciences 


30.). 


17.0 


hk.J 


26.9 


17 Jl 


18.9 


29 .k 


18.6 


English, mathe- 
matics, foreign 
language, and 

muc Le 


37-9 


55.0 


39.1 


Vf.6 


17.'' 


23. u 


26.4 


25.2 


Busincc:. 


3-0 


15.'' 


3.8 


18.2 


7.3 


J»8.5 


12.0 


h2.9 


Manual won: 


?8.Y 


11.0 


11.5 


5.9 


I>6.1 


7.5 


27.5 


10. 7 


Physical education 


0 


1.1 


• 


Z.h 


1.7 


1.0 


1.5 


1.7 


1/ Sc;^ footnote I, 
"ct-r't know" "s: 


Tabl" U 
ntjt ine.1 


ud- d . 


P'-rcnhagen, total 


Iss 


than 100 


percent 


0.Z 
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Table 8 .--Extracurricular activities of 2,326 juniors and seniors 
in 2k rural high schools in eight Illinois coumiesl/, 
1962-63, in percentage cf total. 



Planning to go to college 



Male 



Female 



Not planning to go to college 
Male Female 





Farm 


Non- 
farm 




Won- 

J. d Jl ill 


Faun. 


Won- 
farm 




Won- 
f arm 


S tude n t c oun c i 1 


±0 




Q 


J • P 




i 0 


Q 


6 


Industrial arts 






1 0 
A. • d 




_L • J. 




2.6 




Athletics 


52.3 


33-0 


62.5 


34.1 


55-1 


34.0 


56.9 


40.7 


Library-language 


1.5 


9-9 


10.3 


14.1 


1.7 


8.7 


4.1 


12.0 


Speech- drama 


1.5 


k.k 


• 9 


2.8 




2.0 


1.3 


2.8 


J 

Yearbook and paper 


2.3 


8.8 


1-9 


8.6 


•7 


5-3 


1.3 


3-5 


Community 


1.5 


3-3 


2.8 


6.2 


3 A 


3-4 


7.6 


2.2 


Agr -1 " culture 


26.5 


15. h 


h.9 


13.1 


30.9 


27.2 


4.6 


19-5 


Science 


1.5 




1-9 




.6 


1.0 


2.0 




Music 


9.1 


2k. 2 


7-3 


14.8 


3 A 


14.1 


4.1 


8.1 


Ho answer or none 


2.3 




5.4 


2.8 


3 A 


3.H 


ih.t 


10.7 


1/ See footnote 1, Toble 1. 
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